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30^ 

(1^, 2002 ^ 28 ^ 41%) 

zjF Rmr sm eft 7T^ 20 ^ sprit nft ^ ifH fu fem ffiTiniT imR ipift ^ 

1RPT (ifttf'^'ftift) ^ RTRr ITRIRI ^ 11 

2.1. ^ ani^ thstri ^ in^ gs^t t:- 

(I) % ijf^, ttirM M TSihqft sfn *rftdvji, iwt^i?i, Rrft ^t^rt tf5T hrh aiVi 

iftjii ^ wft ^ neiePi ^ 9 ^ 10 ^ 4ni sprit cucft tprr dft 20 efft 

3 EfT^ fipSTeft ^ ^ ^ I 

(li) 35/- IPPJ irfcT ?PTTI^ ^ fttSlRTT THIK TBT Rl^ ftpRT W 11 TTRUf^RT ^ 

qft ^ cTTPcT aftl MtfTd'T ifR T^'?13T5 clft ai^HlPicl ^'Rl ^ aUEITl R 1 ?TEf Hft ^ I 
^ i1> f^ fcPlWT Wm %ftRcT ^ tPT IRITRT 'RfcT cPT' ^ amR R1 1 3R1I 
iNf R1 oTPl 51) ^ %T 11 


2118 GI/2002 


(1) 
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(III) ^ RFT ^ f^nf^Rad ^ ^ Tiift^ ^ m t ;- 

(fli) 20 ^ ^ ^ ftRI^ ^ ^ 36/- Jlfcr ^ tifRWT RRR 

jpt ^ RR 'SSt ^RtR>Hl - vSFRT filRI^ ^ ^ tim 

'tM afrr w injfi f?Rr ?nc^ jmir ^ ^ iir i so ^ wi ^ 

TITPI^ f?| 5 OT I 

(^ % RR ^ ^ aitaiREXI ^ aiefrT f^'twi imi^ ^ Tt. 5 % 

tre^ wj ftjvrai jmi^ ^ 20 eh g>t ^ ^r ai^ m Pinf^f^jd 

e^Wr^HHI^ ^nPlel ftRT Him - 


* 20 EH dR tm ^ HR H>t ^ St^^TR^ - 

■hrhi Hst tR ^ ^ HHRJR a/k h? 

Hn^HI^imR' ^HE^. 160^3fH5^ ar^HRH^^Himiftr 


2.2. ^ H? arj^ ftRT t imw ^ wh ^ hhi rthh-h^ jralHna^f ^ MRnif^d h 

Him Hif^ MHH a^tq;^ nJt ^HT^ 


3. ^WtRH WfftRT 4) al^^Pi <ftvgiflc*t ^ IRdlH q>t Jlf^ (elRH H?I ^ wYsqi^ ^ TtitieR HiR 
MHtH^Ruf afR htr jiHkfHaflr q>t hRiPiRt ^twwff q>t femP^wf ^ ^ h^ «fti hh^ htr ftnrfkzif 


^HR attu qtJ*wf (tJWWSI) 


cTRH ®ikf ^ aiHRI ^ cITHH q>t PwlRd HRHT ^RtJ’d #1 WR aiW-i hPePh t Ht 

jirt^rnmni vm^w» ^ ai^nlftd h? ft^iR hr wirt ti 
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(i) 'Umi'iici: ^ iicfl qvjim 1 ^ afr? ilR ireqj 

^ ^TFf ^ aTHjR IX in aitft^ ?nt I ^ PitrtfttT jpg^ ^ ai^;^ ft^rar irurrlf ^ infiR^ 11 
itH vjMci*4 <i>'(i'^ ^ f^Nft wilWi ^ ^nft i' l aRT; ^ ^ 

20 q5t I»R ^ 35/- WI Wf?l ai^RlcT 1^1 

^Tl^-M«Wiaft ^ 3|1 c|Rt 1) ifl^l M'4*II I 

(II) ^iiM^ iRje^ ^ afrariricT 4.8^ jr*n^ anr^ 

12 Hi 4, 2001 % aii^!l ^ c|)fT 1^ 1^ viW ^ lfl®f ^PT PihI''I fiSUT ^nj'll afR m<j1*i ^ 
oiM ^WTT aramr *mf ^ ^ wift?T lift w^pft cit vf arerar me?]«7**> ^ 

iftsiflq^ ^ t ftj wRlwim afl^ anyPraSlWT^ w Pifl»RiT 

^ afrf M ^ HH ^ iTR-JiR aff^ qjT qjROT ^ ft wjicfti f# arwrf 

^ eft "T^ ^ ^ 1 ^ Tmrr RitriR?T qptft fty ft? q^ftiH itkiw qft ^iftqsR ^ 

'JllVJ 1 

4.1. ^ qft 18 ft^«R, 2001 qft ^ fti ftRw ^ ^ «fti ft 

RTRfelf^ RfftcR tM ^ et > 

WT ^qm (<<ftnei«ft<?t> 

(I) anq^^/^jrRT, cTTTRT anft ifiq-fl^ uft 3nq?qqRiT ^ 11 f^r ^ ^ ^l mbw^h 
lligcti> fllffeiq>'i®l Ft*4il q>^ ft) mR^iIcici ft>^i 'Jlfl arsiqi 'T^tl 4 M^cRlai ^Tfft % 1 

(II) 'Bfft anqR itf^ ^ I 'lift 3 n* 4 R Rrrrae anft ^ wV i*' ^ ctwt 'sfimi 

(ill) ftpf ftR ^fl»itft irm^ ft^ cnf^l ^fft ETq^ ^ qft tl qet ft)^ ftj 
ftn i^ctD tJetD qft 'HHiki q)^ fttii yinjMi I 

(iv) ‘Aft antiR ^ ftvjrar iTRRt ^ ft? qrRiftqniiait. tpt ?jceftw \5rtictj) ski 

q?rf^ '«T8m* ^ v3e^« ^ ftfm 11 

(V) qst ft, ftm qjT jTftftr aiRraift m ftur l ^ 'aiRraift' wJ ft? ftnt ^qjR 

qii Richer ftnrl 

(vi) 3RI ftf'ft anft qq ^ 0 ^ anmtRpp fftni 

ftiftq atftff fftnT (^T H'ft t a nj) 

(I) ftPT ft) fti>aq| JTRR nft 3^ 3n*4K ^fttqqft 1 1 

(II) fft MW “iftR ajqro ftxi I 

(II) WNfR w?jM) vnftc^'Ewi ETTwftq? wm 3i1%H flWT ^qfttq ft? ftt^ fttftwi qq wt aniwi 1 

^ yre^ H’eftfenfH 

(I) f^T lift 3q ant^R ftR ft)^ Tmrft qft qftwT ftfti 

(II) f^T cirw qq ftw>ft MW q^ % q?^ncT qRfti 

^»*iw gftqi qjftwt (xyewM) 


(I) fir’qft 3q'aiwR qq ftm ftRrai imrft q^tzmi ftfti 
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(il) ^ wn »Tpf arpfW i 

(ill) nw ^ I #rciM SRT w ^ filcnft i 

flpw afrp tittHirf 

(I) 3rwR .ftv'{|iiT w>n^ ^ ^i 

(II) tor 'qi'Wf^cTiaiV ^ ^ ^ WJKft, smcH ^ eoH ^ ^ I 

(III) cwar f^TidtO) inm^ 3iw^ i ^ ^pe-afrp ^ ^ ^^FcR # 3j)Pm 

i\^t\ 

Tism afrff ^ jv^ 

(I) Fn 'n% anuR ^ ftjw ir*n^ i^iicii ^ i 

(II) cirwRiib 3ft7 imcfT ^ ^ mit aPHTV I 

(III) ^ cTTTJ ^ilTcTT 1^ ?lt tcji^l4 W\ ^ISqi SraW WTM 

^rrf^i 

(Iv) F*T ^ 31^^ m ^TRe^T # I 

wfW? nvjj^ (tft<{^ss) 


F^ ^ wf RR # I 

ind (^ftRwro 

(I) FH 'Rf^r (^' arwR ^ t^f :^r ^ ^ i 

(li) ?)r) ZF) tr ^ ^ ^ ri^ t^) ^ jmrM ^ ^HRufti 

(III) ‘irf^ ^ 3rwK TR to? tto ^sTTcTT ^ cf) w '•ft to «nf^ i 

(iv) ?jft ^1’Hi l led tomi imr? ft ctn ^nto ^ tor w ft eft ■'rtt ctorr' 35/- 

wi eftt cmid * 1 ^ 3tto ft (?iF ftjefer 20 /- wi to c?rfftTi) 1 

(V) ft RT^ Jlft ft>ft 'Rlftft ? W cfSfH (to sfftF ^to) ft Rnkftd torn? ftj 

TT^dTd TR twft cU't’ll STRTH 'iftt ft 1 

(vi) ^ftft 3(10 ^nft ft vsicmpf c(ft ^;?0 *10 tr wtofftr ton 'smn ft eft ^ •r n>ftT ton to 
fep torft wft R'? 35/- >f>neT gft ^ ft cf^;ftt nft ^ sfR toift wit ^R ‘ft^ nft tomr 
cT^ nft wi I 

4.2. ifttoield to to? Wld to ^ ft toto gRT ^3^ nft 3fF(M ft> ?to ft fttoftftt ft 

ft^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ntoTftt ft ^to tift 3fm?R?Jwr to ftti 

fttonflftt ft jfil0y>'?ui ft ^ ftftrr ft? ?(0 ft fftto wft e^ sr^to ton Iftj tor ftftn w ^g;g^/3ncnft 
MRdiigiei to? to fti 'fto ^ ^ ntoisft ctft nRriito ton w eni towft eft 

to 3ft? eft^ toto, Ft eft, ftto % to? ^ nn w? ton nnr eni 

4.3. ft ftfttoftt to nn n^ncm to? to ?ft Tift n^ itotof nft ntofteT c?njRn 3ft? 
Tiftt nn ft^ to ntontor to nr ftt wieT ft fFn cni 
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5.1. A ^ ^ arjw?, Mlltibiarlf ^ clrJtiltft lelRad TRg^T t tel>T 

?TR PinlclRud :- 

(#([WiPO 

(I) 5^ ^ ^ iwtn 3ff^rai4 ^ iRrar ^ i 

(II) 5^ ^ ^ jiejhr d) JTRR 0R &RT ^ganf vui cjiwR><»> cwf ^ 

viici^n^ <3>t aif^nzR) R^iT ^ I 

(III) tR jrW cji^ WR vjidiJM gj) ^ wHirif^ ^ wr t ^ 

gg iRtg g^fg^ sm gnw al^ cic^'Hi'i ^ eTRT ^3^ Rsn 

iR imR g^ fi)niT onxfgr I 

(iv) 35/- wf^ jft.e. git MwiRld ^thi4 11 3rfeg>m gRit ^ ^ 

•fl^'ii'i engg gR ^scft 1 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ wr ^ ^ ^ 

vgrTfifti 

(V) 20% g^ ^ BiM afR g^ wRicim g5t wtt g^ ari^TcP 11 

(vi) ^gsim ^ fcp ilR gtt wgicn rtt^ nef^d g?q g? antnRg 5/- wj irf^ ift.g. ^ 9/- 
^ jrf^ TR cRjcT g?t ^ alk ggggr ^ ggg ^ arg arra ^ jrfci ^ ^ ^ i 

(1) 'tflggiilcfl ^ ^ g? ^ an^TR ir ^ ^ t^fRrai jtrr f^ratRg gR^ gg jrmrg 

^ I gF Midig gqg? gst I^^rit jwr ^ Rggj ^ ^ ^ ^r w^k gqci gR^ git g^tHH 
^ t^Rf ^ gigfc^ g? ^ gTTcR ^ arfi^gj ggg ^ arggi^ gg ^ i 
(ii) gggj tfi] fcfRT^ ^ ?TTf5tR cfctgR ggcR 249.90 artRgit 3TRit gtrfl^ (erggg 

12000/- wi gt?r feg) t grgtcR ^ 36/- rr irfq 4) g <t^ ^ tcfRig irr) gsi 

jRgig # I iRj^ ^ gg^ jRcrrf^ erfe 190% ^ 1900% # I 

(ill) g^ ^ g-^ g^ it^ ^ arietg^ eigm gtt ^ f?5RRt ggs ^ ftg arifefgy g?.g ^ g^nt RFf^d 
tcfigr gg g^ anvjgjg ^ gnehif^gi gggt ^ ^fttggTfl^ it 5trft f^t^gRR/gv^RR 
g^tfcfs?tiMiF^’jggRg^i gR^ffigR^g, g ^rr Rigg gR g^ Rfii_ 

3rf^^g F^ MF'kR g5t g^figg Rigg ^ ggR “ilt ggrgr rr I 
(Iv) ^ ggidcbt ^rt aRggggttcm hF'Rh ^ gggg ^g aRim viRwg it tt git 

qgRgg et^ gJt f^Hi^gRt ^ gR ^ ^fttggiM gg iRgrg 1 ?) aRw ^ i g^tgrg vRgg ^ gg 
RigtRg t fiti ^ggRggt gtt Rigg fcfRiRgR g^ gFg gR^ Ftifl I gf^ va^tgrg tgm anj fORi 
RRg t gt gF ^rr ggftggaff ^rt ^g fRtf g5t gggtRigr ^ gRr#R> it gg4 gRm 
ggtftt^ qgRggf gJt Rigg g^ aifeg^ ^l 

(V) ‘v34^t, ^g anf4 gtt ggg^ ^ "giRg 4 it^^t 4^4 ^rrt 4 % wr 4RtvF?t <^\ 

Rgr^ggg^ amgr ^tf4g ^stvRt g4 RRgR 4 ggi gi arRgyg 4 ggr'f g?ft gg^ i gfd ^g^t 
^ggR 4t f^RT Rigr gg 4t gggg 4 zf^ fcifgt5^ g^ ^ fcfi 4^g ^Rfi itfr A i^gl 
RgR/ggg^ ggiRgf ^ trtr, 4g, 4g4g arggr gg wrf^ RR ggft 4^ f4^g4 4)- ngr-: ^gn 

TTlt^IR Ft4 aRRT gffi 

(vl) Ra^ ggg 4 gm Ft4 gigraig % g^HH gR4«g 4, Hpggg git rpr 4 f4i\4l gRt gii Cxii 
ggg ^ weRtig grgrgrg gg g^ adfef^g imm g^gn w4 g:igt g^Rtt gggt ir gRi 
Riggr, Rtf4i g^ afl^g? HfcRgtft t afR 4Fg^ gg arffeRS czgggrfiigi 4gig wgR gi^(t ^ l 
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^jirar W t % ^ m ^ 20 2001 

aiTJftfttcT g)t eft, ftraft ft%f aitomt ^ M(ciPil£r wr n^ftriJiaft ^ ^ eni ^ ^ 

iteqj ft ^ ^ ^ ^ antnft?T Rnf^Ravi feorfMf gft # > 

0) ftl^i^iftcft 5 M w 35/- w[ nRr ftt ?ift ^ cTpi ^iwt 19/- ^ iif!r 

ftt.^. ^ ^PRr MPWH eTTW qft ft affeq? ft i xrft?: §?rft aif1£(^ ^ gft 

«RPT ^ JJR iTRTifftcT jmrft gif ft> Iftcft ulci^d irnicf ^rftnT aft? 

ftftrepft^ ft ?ncn^7icT w ftftk Tiwr ^1^ I 

(II) ^ ^ M an?! cnwft ft jri?i-?ifftiftt ftft ^ tor tor ^ 

(^?|4 tjft ^>*T ^I? fttatftcT ^ ^ ?Tft> I 

(III) ft*ft 'HIMl'il flej toziT JTJUft ft Jdlfftd 262.39 aiftfftjft wfcft^ ^ tfftHH 

ft ciffHH JR^M ft ^ ^ w w fti ^ jRcfifftrr ftift ^ ^ ?j!ft ft 
ftt *iFiy^ in(]c^ jnto?w ^ ftiRrar ?r? ft ^ tofftr cir \3m^ ?nto 

JJR ?T!PclT ftl 

(iv) fttoft^t ft ?R^ ^ ft ftft^ ^ cTPm ^ 20 % gft ?r? ft aft? fftftlto 

^ TR uf^dm ^l)t WIT ^ift ft I ?%[?Tftftt S1?T arftfiltT ftftPeRT ft ai^HlPld «IR aft? 
tor ^ flto fl cift ar^ ^ w ft I Ttri oiinr ^ Tn^ift ft, aw gft Rftt 
^ ^ ?lftm? ftT[ ftl ftftt ft, ?Rd ^ ft tol y? ITfftdTH clft WTT 

wn ?Tft) ^ ftl 

(V) ?ftwM ft 36.10 cRft;? ?T^1I toto ^ £jft ^TTTltT Clft ai^Rjftt JRgrr ^ 

ft I TRRftan^ ft f?)5?i?iT iRnft cpr f^'h;jd mR4>ch TR^fT ft>ajT ft I ??ift1aTi^ ft anrft qR^Dd-i 
ft ft ^tTR # ?TftT 20 ^ aieftq ftt ^ ^ ar^mfftcT ctofHcT rTTjr cnw Tjft 

w ?tot ft aft? ^ ?iftT ftj Reft ^ ^ 20% ^ e? ft aw ^ to? tot w ft I 

ftw wft ft ftjR ^i>T torar jrtr ?ftwM ^ H'wil^n 35/- ?niTi jilft ftt.^ ^ ?eTRT xr 
24/- ?nni jitft ftt,^, ft) win 

qgm to? aftn? Titlqft ftg (SHfttftfanft) 

(I) ftlijTjftftl ^liT JRRTR aioirqpiRih ft) ft afR argto ftt ft I 

(II) TPtaft ftr iwtRT qft ?T^ ftrwr e? ft>w 24/- ?nni Jifft ftt.e. ^nftt ft i 5?fft dwr 9/- 

?nR TTfcT ftt,^. TJiT Reg> ^iiftci ft I 

(III) wff toR ftto ^ ar^RR. 20% ntom e? ^ R82 t ^ an^ ft RiRi^ei: 
atto ft R R d fa - tof ft^rr ?Rft ft'WMMid ^ pttw ^ w ??t ft i nfcWR 
TR 9% tjft Wl 

(Iv) ^?T il>R ^|T nto ^ TWR ‘nf^ iRftn' ^ arwR tr ?tft Rrfftif i ^ 'Tftln? ?fte 
arenjT ftRRgft st?t ftt "rift ?Tftsm fftftft ^ ar^fm? f^ftfftr ^f5t w? I 

(v) e? M^fftid R?^ ^ antTR r? 5/- ?nR irift ftt.e. ft 9/- ?niTi nfft ftt.e. % ?nSt ai^jniM R? 
tfttfcRft WT(I 

(vl) ^ RRTRt Tjft Wft 4? WT SRT RFR eTTW ft fcjRft 3rd? Rft apR dTRd ddit ft) RM Rfct ^ 

ftt Wl 
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yro^ 

^ d> mm ^ ^ feni# ^ g5t #, 20 ^ gn ^ q5t ^ 

Wt^PR ^ ^ I 

6.2. TrotrfJTSrt/W^ JRftrTjRrt ^ V<RiP)& ^tWRift ^ JIM feRf^>Tcff cJjt Ml^ifi cj^ JT^T^f^ ^€^1/ 

% WT cWT ?Tf^ gjl^ alH feiMfbufi ? 1 f ?Tt ^ ^ IR^ ^ ^ tI^ effi ^ f?T ^ ^ 

3lk feoiM iJt f I 

6.1. 'rflqii»t](i1 ^ PlHlwRad fir^ IR 3lf^^ ^iHI/'W'icncR'<U| ^ gJI 31^^ f^RJT W ejT :- 

(I) ^ eft ftvft EfRT an^ 2 ft Misfed fepgr ^ men ai-jinPld wft snnR i 

(II) eftn^ ^qft%rtR?T«Rnri 

(ill) (^Kiiiji jrmft ^ ft) ^ ifftn einrar n? fft^iR n nRft ^ mRRi 

(iv) wnn aft^ wRmi 40% cift m? ^r ai^nifftn ermn afR 5 ^ h^r ^ ^tr?rt nft 

nRaftim in ft gfrfRftTcT iHift ft) ai ' ^ i P T d fijR# wnni 

(v) ^ iwT ft) IcR RFT ft ft)ft wrfftfT ft, gftnH *rJ fftRim imift ft mrffteT ftjn-^^ 

^lemi 

6 . 2 . ftftimM ft ht^tr ft arfftRri) ^;mn/w^^wi fftij ft fftpnpi wr f^ H fcr fad ft .- 

0) ft 20 gft 3 ^ wiffttT nRft TR nfcT nft 35.56 cn^ ^ wft mr 

argnn cmrm fti 

(II) H^ftm ftjn 9 ^ lifer fftw^ nft ^Rfen «TiRn nft tznn ft wtr ^ #t ftjftf nft ar^n i Rd 

5Rm^ 32.40 eim^ftl 

(III) ftftftf afR d'K'Hhxf mi aRTT-armn ftfnr nftf ft i w ^*nRi ftftn fftfft mnft nft ft afR ntft 

mtft ^ifRIH ftim ft eft ^ ??T fftfft ft ^ to RRnr I 

(Iv) H'(«id aft^ mnm ^ f^mftt mnieT nft jimR nft jnRr ft n?ft ft ftr^ to 

tfft aftflci wncT afR mnm ft? arwR ^ tpi fti 

(v) nfttoi cTmeT, Prerft nft afRrn antnf^ imltR aft? iRiRnr vsnton mft nft tow ft) 
arwR TR ItofteT nft 'nft ft. toP jrarmn, ?^'am aft? ft'to rnmci ?? 40% ft 1 ftfr{dto 
BRT 5?ra)T arjRten 23 ft?f?R, I98i ^ ?ftpen ?t, 214 iirt fto w eni 
(vl) ton mcTOH ft) fePf mif fftRlft ft toB ftR-^cm ^ 1837.50 ?rcfTT ft gfR 

to to X^cTOH ftj ^ 87.465.aiftto to? toSft^ftltoswftRft^^tonft 
3d’ild nft vtot ft aft? wn torpiaft nft an^ iR?ft ft? ffti? ^ tr ctftft 3 ri ftjft 
'Snm*! to ft, ^ ^ ft) Rito ft ^ fts^-^jem Rem nft ^ ftft ft? ^wr wfftci fft^n 
xiinii 

7. ?fijm 'tjddii ft ^ 'Hpnld ftj ar^?rR, ?tonM ft mft ar^^nRm ft? to ft) me xjn to nft 
ftofftcT m?ft ft) ^ xR am'll jR^eR ftv3iT ftR to XR ft^ ftRf wtod eft vjnxxxfti ftfxTEnto ft ato ft 
ftnleiRfld ^ to mr xseto to ft .- 

(I) 20 en eft ft^ to eft \iHftlftni ft ?tii1feieT ^ xr ?to? xeto, ftRReft, qftto 

anft ft) ?iFsi fte^ eft eft eft, tRg ajf^rf^ fft:^ ?TeR, tuw ere (ftfto ?ft)ei) anfft ft enft 

to fftmrni ftft ft) eirn^ arftftcT xif^nne niRi to ^ I 
totfft), ?to? xjto gft ftor w RT fft) efft ?Tftt arRr to nm eift (^ «Rf 
ftft ftf ft) anft eift <4diei'i eft to) 6 xr ftoerffter fftRjr ^ tof to xjeew ftti efft 
eaf -KftmiJ e ft) ftt merzne eft ne cim ftft) ?m mernr me nm ^?rft eaf ^lef) to ft) 
mifti 


(II) 





THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4 


(III) affclRrU CTFRT ^ JETtriyRTli ^ tflff ^ ^PTM 20 ^ T TE IMT Tf 

Tlrt^ 71^ Piertf^ qSt ^ TRI^lil 

(iv) #T^EnM ^ q>T weircn ^ iwrp ^ iRFf ^ ^ 

xiiiTpn ^ ^ii?TW ^ ani^ M ^ jetIt it)T tfjrrft qJt ajarar ^ 1^ c^ 1 1 
8. 5^ RETc^ q>t cbi^clIjO % ??hirT ^ ^ ^TRTT ^JEFTT ^ ^ f^FlfcTf^ I^Tf^ Wf^ ^ > 

(I) ^TF JmM ffRTc^Ti^20 5Tc|5ttftTT^ ^ qJT TOtn JI?WT ^ 

fcFI JHIT^ in ^ ^ I i)j^ 1^I?F-1^ cR^sit ^ HP'kH ^ MIT cj5t ofTTpIt, 

f^ '{cb'TiHM ITRR MWllcItT I^iJI *|4ll ^ I Hil'lTwait ^ cf>f 

aif^ ancRzii^ ^ ^?titET ^ anqffRff ^rsi^ #, ^ ^ 5T ^ q>t w^tirtt, 

PlBcfiTTR ^gfcitirarf anf^ cf5t ai^McWciT, vtw>'t ^ret rIJirtt ^ ^ git ^sjrt 5 ^ 

jTiieraRtri m ^ ^ f^n»W ^ ^i^i ^ ^ gimt 

^ cTTTf 5Tlf^ 5^T JUfccfvTni ^ TIR8T ip ^3TI^ 

pRlfRfT cp^ #1 

(II) ^ Rifferarw gw an^ cpt Tilft f?Jwi t cp^rr w ctt f?F 

wwp^ ?PT ari^ciJtcP'^ai/Rfciwm ^ ^ ^tfi tpt «ir-*ir atf^ jp^ cpt iprui ^ 
^Fpmi w an^ gisn itm tjxt 5 ^ ^ ^ ^ Tnf^ 

W an I 31 ^ TTT^ T^, 'tftrti'M ^ ^ cpf ^ vT M'WP'T CTT 3 l^ 5 ^ ^pt ^ f^RRIT 

ir»TR ailfergf^ ?r?li % rpt ^ ani aw ftWRititT ^ Rfeil^ tl ^ ^ 

f¥hn cPT an^ -jft ^l aifriRip, nwici 4 w? fcpi^ tiRcr^t 

Jf 5 t sIRT ?P^ ^ I 

(ill) ^ 'rRi anuR tt ithr) ?pt ttwici %zn ^1 8 ^I)t rR) dr anwr m 

j)Rf/^3TRP7 % f^IWTT jrm^ cl^t tRJ^ ^ fcFI l%crM ^ ^T? TtfHH ipgRl aPHT^ 11 
^Fn fcp #TsnM ^ vj^'M Reoi t btrr crg^ ci^ 5cpi^ ^ flwiRrd rRerRt 
TW riPTaif cpiff^p ifcPH W^I, ^TRR ^ ^ITR vairRl 7}>t eTErcI ?IFT ti^T 

cptH) tM I ailfeicpm jwiTp-iait ^ ‘ttRi ^ amm tt thtr SRjdt nwiRm 5 ^ 1 ^ ^pt TwaRr 
11 ^^cIcT JIcITT cPt 7T^ ^ ^ gi^ arnRT cpt WTT ^ WIT TT RZltcRn gRI fcR 
rww f^T ^ ^ RTK q^t crqcft qwTT TT^ ptnr I am?!:, Tctt ^ ^ ^ 

TPFfl g)t c^gT^/TcRlf lpl4 cp?^ cnw ’JfHJfl WHT 11 TcP TFTTfIT WW 

(afR, ^ ^ ^ ifl) ^ FW eft ^ TmPTcT 3lR cRJcft' irnncft Jp) ^RTM m 

qfirnt RFWT fPH'int cPt an^ ^ 'uRi tT rtr cpj^tt ^ ^ q5t ^ I 
(iv) aiiYtpt tPt siTci ^ TftxiTiM ^ TF Fim ^ ftp grcfvt 20 tt eim cPt afWciT 
9 4t .e WRIT TTT TFPeft 1 1 fcT^ TIR 4 t aft? F^Pt fcp?ft cp^ft cp) T^ 

F7rtTT W 1 1 vWTIgcf^ ^ ^ ^ %clc^ RRIcT RiR^'I SIRTT «P) g?ltTT TTFT WT ^ 

^ I FT TPTTT TgRl tt fcItJdT ^ TR^ c^ fclR^T {tRTiait ^ ^STcp 
fcT^ RTM*! ^ FlttR 'it 31^ WTI #1 ^ F^ TR^ ^ "tn ijejcp 

JRRPT T^ft FTtai ^ I F^^RR. 'tn cPITP T^ ^ f?P tfPT TPT) <3)) f^fifeil KRcTT 9 

FeP ffR ^ift, 20 »ft T. ^ •RTR TRT ^ I ^ gtR t T) RWvRlRcP 

anePHTt TT ^ ttMPp ^ cpt tJIcpk fepn w Tcpr #I fti aiRN ft, jr^ iftr 20 
jfr.F. cf5) fcif^n fffTRn cp) 1 8 Rrai ^ 1 

fcFf^ CRcTT tj' aiTP^ ^ fcR ^PTF) FT JPPR ^JfTTT TF^ FFTP 1^ I ^ Rw-RlW 

Tf^aO tj' tvTM cPT TTTR T^ RPR ^ I FR ^ ferfiR TT^ait ^ WFTH ^ RtV 

FTtr cp) viTT^T)) ct) if'ft) TTg FT ReFT cPTTT tRrT T^ Ftrp tf) aitlWR RlffeP SRR tRP 



[Hmill—■»3r3®4] 




fWt imr? qj^ % ip*t fcil^q «rR?rT ^ q>t 

M ipim ^ 35.55 cTW tiRt wff jip^ q>^ q>T 

ai^^TtH ?mTOT a<Vt 5 ^ ^ q^t fl^rm q^ qn 32.4 qn® qn ai^rq crqrar ti 

iR WT ^ M qSt 9 qJT ITTOT qst ajH ^ qq q»t 7T$ tl 

^ TjcP Cl4 300 % fcTTI 20tt^7Pi4 Wrq’THTt^l 

^TTqjR ITRr ^ vJXT'KP^ >3t|cWffT 3fr? WrtPRIT ^ ftlSttT 362 Jlt?T q^ afk 
^5nf araffer 24 tit qn qj^ ■>1^ ^ ^ ftnj qfwr 9096 qrqqj 

q>t 1 1 3RT: ^RqiR qKI qiqq>f q»t ^ qj^ 3fK ^ q>t 10 sq 

sfraq ferf^br aw qpT^ ^ ^ qn^ qic^ qjirjt qSt aaf ^ ar^aR spr iNf q>t 

law 02.11 ^ ^ f^i qt^ efRT ai^qift-d ^nuflPRn ^ mf q^t qn^ t 

qt ?q ^ qJt wftPrm a*1?IT 43,3% t ^ xr ariSraw 

Titoq mft feqr w wm t xsw «w t* arwma qJt 

I qfe 'tjR'Ifl WMal qq ^ujd: Rbqi vAldl ^ dt Priq SkRlwH Micioir+i JTTxq qift 

qR qqiqtl fa qttq q;^ aiftiw^ qj^ qp qilSiqROT Hfrldiq q>t BW vjqqtq ^ am qft^ 

^ ^ 3Fq xmq mHff ^ M qftqpif ^ ifW^rt ^ Pn>k ^ ^ ^i 

aqWqa, #qqxM ^ f^qH^d ^ xr q^q q>t 10.596 qSt afSlq^nr ^dtq>l4 ^tar 4? 
wm XR 2096 wtaq amr f i ya mlfeiqRxjT ^rt ajxpnxj qq wiwj 4> ar^aK, 

q^qrq arn^ 4 ^ qfcicna 10 , 6 % qSt affeqjaa aJtcm4 ^ % 4jqa 43 . 3 % 

aq> ftqr xa aqjcTT ^ 1 

(vi) 41xfq<M 4 ar^ fcW ^ q44«RT enaa (wn^ sfraa cuaa 1pfeTf!r xr ftqR gR 

1 901 4 qqtm afl^ imraa axif^mq axtf qSt a^ter 4> mm m qTt q^ ^ 1 

aF qrrqa aaraq, ^jaR^ alY? cqqa qft 4096 4a4t #1 ?a aq4 4 a? 

114> 4ta aM x^F^ q>1 q^ a4ten 4? arwR xr #irqxji;^t gRT argqrPia q4to 
cfTqa qefqrq xjf^jhRi ^ ^aaa q^ fWI i qy ift 114> q? arna ?q ?Nf % aq4 4 

qq4t q^ ti qy fatrfaq qR^ qtm mq ti qft qi^ cnqa q?t Fa qa xr Iirt aa^aift qqft 
4> to? I^har xjnar t at aftr q5t qaai xpaft aM 1 1^4?t 4, q4^ui ciraa q^ 

f^Rrqr qqi^ 4> aataq qq4 4 q^ 14)^ 

(vii) #xicpM ^ ai^ 14>qT ^ ft» fq qt qqjR q?t 4>qt q5t qrf^ ^ xiy^ ^ Tfrqp jy^ft gft 

adtaa qaaa afk asRana ^aqa q^ aqa 4 mm qaaa afk x^jRaa caaa xjq 
anqa xr t^rar Rimr qqr ti I^Rrar qqRt 4? 45 ftiar fltaft ^gaR 4? 4 ar^qra ^ 

qq 11 qF 4t aq aqaft 11^ a4 JtRff ^ ftai ^ aqaiR xr jrafcrq afiaair qjt ajaaiar 
a14a q^ ?W, t^Sa4 f^s# qiq^ 4 qr^/ai^ xrf^qM ^ ajqilq ift arxyxtt 1 ?a awi ^ 
q^qvjR 1t|j cqq qit qF qq xrt^cp^ 4 gsj cTiqa qa?P q^ aqj^t atR qRafcjcp aiqa 
mt^ Fa aqq ancw a^ f, 3l\^ wf qiF 4) 3Fq? q4 xr ^«(rt qjqt qR4 4^ #xTq4t^ 
q^ aaiF ftq xa^ gji tqia 4 mt Fa q4 ftxi qxj aj^aR aa4 qa jRata fitan 
qqr ti 

(vlli) jRaifcra l^faqi wqR aq qR4 4> ^txjaM 4 anqft qxnar 4 4tqT oiraa qst t44x? aq 4 
aTf4a a?ft fcpqr ti xiaa 4 qjFr 4 fii> ^aia q5t ^qqa q?t ^ arqim 4tqT 1^ 4 q>t 
xaxpfti qF jqfSrqRxjT q4 apM axRqR qq iftar xRa4 afR 4tqT qnaa q4 fJtRiqr 

qqT4 4) uRq>dq 4 X3ftq4 -q? 14qR qR4 4? 1^ a^iF xiy4 41 4 ^ 4 1 xi?4 41 q4 
adiF q4 41 qlFaqr xarar 4 a^R 41xfaxM 4 anten q>t anal 4 a? axRcp^ 4) t^fRiar 


/1« /O^ - 2 
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aft? «fci^f?i ^ mr ^«?cT #?t gswpft ^ m^fT arm, ^ ^ i 

(lx) ar^^TR, 20 ^ I^JRrar imr^ M w 

WTT T? ^ ^ 11 '(rtftffercT gjplj 20 ^*T i^rff qft fcji?Tt[T jmi? 20.30 

w; jifcT ci^trtoi 11 

(X) ^ jwt^raft ^ v3ii^ Hf?r-?Tf^ i»ft kjk 4 f^^mr irm? ?r5t 

3jiftcr ^1 w ?r?ft #f?») M tifcrfiiSr ^ tjft q^t ^ ttm^ 

W^TIRT ?tffltrT ^ ?m dC^ifl ^ gKI ^ ^ ftiJIT W «JT I ?r# q^Fft 

'iIcjfctEl^li aft? Rrf^rsr ?? f^^r? tp?^ ft 

?rmRi ^ sA 1 ]^ ?fti crPTcT vi^ ftft ^ 1^ oft ISppc^ ^ tt? t, ??rft 

Hf?i-'Hfi^ aft? qfticH qf?rfqi®i qSt ?Trft qrar qn <jtq> nqn? f^^nkR q^qr ?)tw ^ gW i 
f?Tft> aicnm iN qf?rfqf?J qft wfcr-??)^ qft 5 ?t iTfcTfqfe id 7t?r?R ^ic?if-aTcrT 
4)*iV' 3M’W>'( ft ^tq» jiqn? ^ tft'qifvild q>?=iT ^ Ftqil gTeTfft* ?ig f?Rq arr ?tcp<tt 
t f^p ?TPnRT ?t?j)»PT ft> ?rq?i JIM n^-^rliJr^ qjT ?tr? wn^r aft? qrawici ft 

qRqftft! ^ qiT?m 1^ ?rqHTT ^ I ??? ft qi^t qjgT W ?rqi^ fe ftR TTf^rf^ 

qft ft arR»Tfftft? aft? M?jcqjT ft? ar^aw q^ ft 1 1 ftftt ft. qt ft qpr 

ftqr qfifBv f2p zjp qfftfirift jrfft-^rf^r^ vftftt sft^ ?}? ^rrft fttq ft^ ft>ftf qft gq^Tp ^ ft 

fftqr aiT ?rqicn ft I am: q?t q? tftcn? cp? jft ftsftf ft? qfftpf^m ?nqrr 

amqftcT ft ^ cp?qi ^sqr^tp ftlqri 

^CT? ?qisr qft qft ^ arTcft^P ft, 5Tf fttlEfiPW qft i Qf- ^rqq iffti crq qgfftm qqftf ^ 
OTR Mftr qi??ft 

^ ?t^ JR^ ar^qrft aft? ft^qr q? arMfftr ft fftft 3R?n-3rcm 

ffttftm ft> ?tqft ft tftftq ^ ft firqrRm qft) %jlt up qqmt, ftttrqftftf q’) am ffttftfftr 
fipqrqr jj^r) aft? jR?nfSm q?gqR fftjftiii qqift qft ?iftteT cp?ft cpt fftepqq fftqr qqt ft, af*i 
JMqrft ft ftft ftrft qq inftq f^p^rr aft ?gT ft aft? jR^eoft ^ 'nrqr^ ?t5rfttR id 
ft^R ft qrrf^ qiift ft f^lfftw qf?l1?)fewf qft tftftftq %fft qft ftfte ?qr ft wq^e: qRcTT ft I 
(xl) qTftqq ft cpft ft fft> qftqpT q?J f^TRTqr jRrrft ft crm wfftqr onq ^ ?}fft 

pqj Jpq 1cP?RjT inn? crnj %qT ormr ft eft ??Tft q^ wft q;$ft) i gierifft? 

ft ^ ft ?Ritr ft qftft ft) iRtTiEi ftft) an q?g qm ft orftr ft-^ ft^ft snip qft'Tift 
ft aft? JTJftrPTaft qft 3fT^ qj?ft fty f$Tq oftft ftj^ft ^qcT«T qft) ft q?1 qft fq7?rft ft 

ftft ft) ar^qf^ ft ?)) ftl I ow iN) qft arr^ qft ftrft) ft aft? ^qft qftfti q^ 

iTTR q?j^ fftnn ormr ft ft) qft tft?rqr irm?) ft ^ ftft ft t^q ^ qft t? f b- ar-^ urn 
ftft) ft) orqcTtfmi jn?ifftq> ^ sftftti 

?ftqtift)ft) qft q?) ft nrq ft qft fft?un irm? ft 30000 ft)3n?ft) qrft oicqqrft ft qmft ft 
1637.50 ?>qq (87.465 gtcT?) fteT qq ftR-^c?P tTm TTTfft(?r il 30000 ft aftftq) 
fttafRft) qrft arcT^rmt ft qrtrft ft, ?jg fftffte t fft 1837.50 ?iqq (87.465 ftic??) nfci 8 ?jft 
?PT ft^ fft?Tqi wft ift?raT iWR ft aft?T orrqqr i 

oiq ft^ ftft qftfq qft orr ?^ ^ ft) ?ftq^nftft) qft fftTWi wft ft fft?ft ft ?aT ft ajamr qa) 
fft?raT innft ft ?nar ganp ft^-sjpqi ^ q^ qft) cp? ?rpcP I ??t ftqtJ ft ?ft?^ft)ft) 
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(Xll) ^ ^ ^ fti^ m ^ ^ Treft tPT IR^M ^ 

^I5ira ftuT w wi ari?^j<S t % '^^l^^'^'ft<^l ^ ^ HWifta ^ anHt 3 RtoI?it ?zR) 

^ I M ^ ^ artftRT ^ amw anrft 

afk ^ inPi^ ^ intern ^ ^ #i a^l^amr wter aw 

aj^Rtte jrni^ Tirt^ ip^ ^ ^ ^ ?raT iR iRmij 

<fliiri'tn<Jt apf^ wterafli % w tef-tet alk irteiart sm vigni ^ ^ 
artcrf^ 'HciHq>T ^ aiRiRtb jww, (^< 1*11 jrnr?t «i>t ti'ijcfl % f?is «ie^ ^ nmi 
^PT rnn^. <j|?TiinK ^ TR) iiftS ^ vij ^ wfiRw, ^ ^ ter^ tpt 

teen asnft nit kjh ^ ^ ^ xrnT nn ir^ nin wnm ti il^Tt ^ terd 

ten TitiT ^ an^ntte pt^ ^hp a^r JbnV^MWR ^ tei^ nn inftR nter 5 ^ 
MlHC^ W ift ^iNt I 

0.1. nftimnw^, i 3 n^ nnwt ^ ijF inteiwr 20 sn ^ dR % te 1 o/~ ^ irf^T ^ terar imR 
ai^ntte niiRn t afk tin^RR ^ii£ritti1 q>t n^tnH te ^ti rnn teifeite ^tnfte n>?m 

(I) ^ftei -II ^ ^ 'MdRfh- npRi nit tei^ n^ ^ ^ te ^ nm ^new 

^tet arft? ^ntet m irgei te ^ ni^ iRin nm 160 ^ <r terterter 

nnten>^ :- 

w. ftflTBT nft wnlto/fwirf /{w fttet 

160 20 ^ 10/- w? wfti ^ ^ — 

(li) gJ^KPT-l ^ awara xi - nftt terar jwr ( 6 ) ^ ^ ^ nftfe n>^ ;- 

■6. 20 ^ it^ dR nn flpw ^J^tinnMi ^ atecT aa^cRnn? - viRm ^Pt tei4 

^ ^ te < fti }Tj <it ^ tp nm ^snew ^ftet aftn wtet n^ n^ te ^ iwR 
ntt flR 1 50 4 W vSfrcTftRTl" 

(II) ^fteH ^ aiwmi XI - n«t temr imw ^ fetet-i ^ a^srtcr (ri) ^ ^ ^ teifeite ^ 
nf^ip^ :- 

"arggrSt-i %> ign i ^ iv % 'SRHiirnt ff> nft n>nit nmd'fl % 20 

■>t^ ^ terd TR # nn^ft % ?it net teror irr ^ rr: itR tei^n jrk 

?nte mff pVn, ter % fete 1 (?p) (I) 4 tete 1 1 ^ ip v ^ 

VII ^ vjidnid t ^ nte ^r. RTc iiR tei^ ^ te arterp im n^ te 
wijtt, te ft> tfetet 1 (^ (II) ^ Prte 1^ I" 

9.2 nf artenrw^'nnnw^aTfe^te^n? ^RPiRjrnin^dniteTi 

n;?T. ■^TRR, 3n:q8;r 
[fn^rm iii/rv/ 143 / 2002 / 3 ^ 11 . ] 
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1.77 


m 4fllJ (^) 

4.65 

cgf^ Htiion 3fR ctfrt 



(i) alU (ihihh 3ft7 W 'hI^ci) 



(^) 'HIHH 

1.716 


(^^) W1 

0,323 

2.04 

(ii) ftd^l cHHld 


0.18 
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0.34 
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3555000 
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irf?r fci^ WRH w 


18 
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TARIFFAUTHORITVFORMAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 


New Delhi, the 4th Julv. 2002 

No. TAMP/ni/2001-CHPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48 of the Major PortTrusts Act, 
1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal of the Chennai Port Trust for fixation 
of hire charges of 20 Ton Gantry crane as in the Order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 


Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) 


Applicant 


{Passed on this 28th day of June 2002) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) for 
fixation of hire charges for 20 tonne gantry cranes newly acquired by the CHPT. 


In its proposal, the CHPT has made the following main points: 

(1). It has acquired 3 Nos. of 20 tonne wharf electric cranes of gantry type with a lifting 
capacity of 9 to 10 tonnes for handling finished fertilizers like Urea, MOP and 
cargoes like Barytes, Quartz, heavy steel material and scrap. 

(ii). A separate hire rate of Rs. 35/- per tonne per crane has been proposed. The 
proposed rate has been arrived at based on the capital cost of the gantry crane and 
the estimated cost of operation and maintenance of them. The proposal for fixation 
of hire charges for these gantry crane is on a ‘per tonne’ basis which is different 
from the rates applicable for the other cranes. 

(HI). It has proposed to insert the following new clauses in its Scale of Rates: 


(a) . The hire charge of Rs. 35/- per tonne per crane for hiring 20T Gantry Crane 

shall be inserted in a new SI. No. 150 in Annexure-Charges levied on Plants 
and Appliances which are available with the Board for hire to the public, in 
Book II of the Scale of Rates. 

(b) . A new clause as Item No. 6 after Item No. 5 In Berth Hire Charges under 

Chapter XI of Book I of the Scale of Rates may be inserted as follows to 
exclude the above 20T gantry crane charge from the Berth Hire Charges: 

“Hire of 20T gantry crane shall be levied as provided under item No, 150, in 
Annexure - Charges levied on plants and appliances which are available 
with the Board for hire to the public in Book II of the Scale of Rates. " 

2.2. The CHPT has also requested that the cost sheet furnished along with the proposal 

may not be circulated to the users so to as to maintain confidentiality of the cost data. 

3. In accordance with the prescribed procedure, a copy of the CHPT proposal 

(excluding cost data) was forwarded to all concerned port users and representative bodies of port 
users for comments. The comments received from them are summarised below: 


The Tamil Chamber of Commerce i 


It is difficult to determine the reasonability of cost in absence of the costing details. If the 
cost data is confidential, the Authority may consider approving a reasonable rate. 


Chennai Port Stevedores' Association (CPSA) 


(i). The CHPT normally provides crane at all the berths and the cranage component is 
inclucjed in the Berth Hire Charges as per the tariffs prescribed in Category I under 
Chapter ix of the CHPT Scale of Rates. There is no request from any of the port 
users for providing such a crane. Hence it will be unreasonable to Charge Rs.35/- 
PMT for this particular 20 tonne gantry crane, as it will be an additional burden on 
the port-users. 
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(ii). The TAMP in its Order dated 12 March 2001 relating to hire charges for 4.8 Linde 
make Imported EFLT has observed that, Berth Hire or Wharfage shall not be 
revised when a new berth is constructed and put into use or wheq a ewne is 
installed in the existing berth and that It is to be recognised that replacement and 
modernisation is a continuous process and such process should not be a reason to 
destabilise the Scale of Rates frequently. On the same analogy the instant proposal 
of the CHPT to fix hire charges for newly acquired cranes may not be acceded to, 

4.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 18 December 2001 at the CHPT premises 

in Chennai. At the joint hearing, the following submissions were made; 

Chennai Port Trust fCHPT) 

(i) . Data / information, costing, etc., need not be confidential. We will give everything. 

The TAMP may decide whether to circulate or not. We want to be transparent. 

(ii) . 'Per tonne’ basis is better. ‘Per hour’ basis does not take into account downtime, 

etc. 

(III). The cranage should be a cargo related charge. There will be no double charge. 
The cranage component of composite berth hire will be removed. 

(iv) . While computing the hire charges on ‘per tonne' basis, the reference to ‘actuals’ is 

better than reference to ‘capacity’ indicated by the manufacturer. 

(v) . At this berth, use of this crane must be made compulsory. They will have the option 

to refuse the (compulsory) berth. 

(vi) . Reference to other cranes etc., will be irrelevant. 

The Shloplno Corporation of India fSCI) 

(i) . Hire charges of a crane on per tonne basis is acceptable. 

(ii) . We must be given the costing details. 

(iii) . The TAMP may adopt a via media between actual vs. ultimate capacity utilisation. 

The Chennai Custom House Agents Association (CCAAA) 

(i) . We prefer crane hire charges on a 'per tonne’ basis. 

(ii) . We will comment on costing after seeing the cost sheet. 

The Hindustan Chamber of Commerce fHCC) 

(i) . We prefer crane hire charges on a ‘per tonne’ basis. 

(ii) . Calculate the rate with respect to some via media. 

(iii) . There should be no double charge. There should be a rebate as indicated by the 

CHPT. 

The Tamil Chamber of Commerce (TCC) 

(i) . We prefer hire charges on ‘per tonne’ basis. 

(ii) . It cannot be with respect only to ‘actuals’ the rated capacity must also be taken Into 

account. 

(iii) . Have an Efficiency Linked Tariff (ELT) system. It is better than the cut off rebate 

and less than the cut off premium. 
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Madraa Chamber of Commerce and Indmtrv (IVICCn 

(i) . We prefer hire charges on ‘per tonne’ basis. 

(ii) . Adopt a via media between actual and rated capacity. 

(iii) . If a separate cranage is appiied, the cranage component of Berth Hire must be 

waived. 

(iv) . We support the request for an ELTS. 

The Chennai Steamer Agents* Association fCSAAl 
We endorse the views of the MCCi. 


Chennai Stevedores Association (CSAl 


(I). We are not in favour of ‘per tonne' basis. 


(11). There cannot be two systems for the charges levied for hire of cranes. 

(Hi). The ‘per tonne' basis if considered has also to be cargo-wise. 

(iv) . If the proposed hire charge does not include thermal coal, the cost of Rs. 35/- is 

very high for ‘steam coar (It comes to only Rs. 20/-). 

(v) . How will they measure the quantity? Will Bill of Lading be the guide? Their 

proposal for a ‘survey’ is not easily workable. 

(vi) . If the vessel Is shifted to another berth midway who will decide on how much of 

cargo shail be ievied @ Rs.35/- and how much at the ‘composite berth hire’ rate? 


4.2. With reference to objections raised by the users about cost details not being 

circulated, the CHPT agreed at the joint hearing that such details need not be held back from the 
concerned port users. It requested this Authority to decide the extent to which the information / data 
has to be circulated. The cost sheet was circulated to the port users at the Joint hearing itself. The 
users were given two week’s time to send further submissions. If any. 


4.3. At the joint hearing, the CHPT had also agreed to circulate a brief note to the users 

giving details of the arrangement proposed and the conditionalities subject to which these gantry 
crane would be operated. 


5.1. As agreed In the joint hearing, the port users have filed their respective written 

submissions which are summarised as follows: 


The Chennai Steamer Agents’ Association (CSAA) 

(I). Usage of the crane shall not be made compulsory. 

(ii). The charges for usage of these cranes must be restricted to the actual tonnage 

lifted by the crane and not on the manifested quantity of the vessel. 

(Iii). In case a vessel using this crane is shifted to another berth, the usage of the crane 
shall be determined by an agreed methodology; and, accordingly charges shall be 
levied for the quantity lifted by this crane. 

(vi). The proposed rate of Rs.35/- PMT is not tenable. Currently, the entire stevedoring 
cost works out to less than this for most of the bulk cargoes. Levy of such a high 
rate shall only drive the trade away from the Chennai Port. 
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(v). The computation of Interest and return on Investment at the rate of 20% appears to 
be very high. 

(v). It is suggested that the operational costs for the crane may be levied at Rs.5/- PMT 
to Rs.9/- PMT based on the commodity handled ; and, the balance may be cross- 
subsidised from other earnings of the port. 

The Chennai Port Stevedores Association (CPSAI 

(1). The CHPT has proposed to fix hire charges for crane on a per metric tonne rate 
basis. This proposal is a deviation from the present practice of charging crane 
charges as a component of the composite Berth Hire charge which is in practice for 
more than a decade. 

(il). The existing cranage component included in the composite Berth Hire is US$ 
249.90 per day (approximately Rs. 12000/- per day) whereas the CHPT has 
proposed crane hire charges of Rs. 35/- PMT. The increase in tariff proposed by 
the CHPT is in the range of 190% to 1900%. 

(ill). The newly acquired gantry cranes have a better rated capacity which will enable it 
to handle larger volumes of cargo in a single day; but, there are no adequate 
evacuation / storage facilities at the CHPT to sychronise with the output that these 
cranes shall achieve. As a result neither the cost of handling shall decrease nor will 
it match with even the existing cost of handling. 

(Iv). The CHPT’s proposal is also ambiguous as regards the onus of damage either to 
the crane or to the vessel due to negligent handling by its operators. The existing 
provision prescribes that the cost of damages shall be borne by the hirer. If the 
existing provision is applied then it would only serve as a deterrent to the utility of 
these cranes by the users, as cost of damages shall be phenomenal. 

(v) . These gantry cranes which are predominantly meant for discharge of fertilisers, 

scrap, etc., cannot lift on /lift off the payloaders or trimming dozers into / from the 
vessel due to a design defect. Even if it is altered, the proposal does not specify 
whether the cranage charge includes charges for such kind of lift on / off operations, 
charges for hire of contraptions like grab, magnet or tub etc. 

(vi) . In the present scenario of depleting traffic at the Chennai Port, any steep escalation 

in cost of handling shall have a drastic Impact on the traffic handled by this port. 
This shall result In flight of cargo to the neighboring ports which are far more 
competitive, providing better and more professional services. 

The Shipping Corporation of India ISCI) 

It has stated that the CHPT had convened a meeting 20 December 2001 in which 

representative port users of various forums had participated to discuss the proposal. The 

SCI has furnished the following comments based on the various points discussed in the 

said meeting: 

(i) . The rate of Rs.35/- PMT as proposed by the CHPT is very much on the higher side 

as compared to the overall handling cost of around Rs. 19/- PMT applicable at 
present. The handling agents cannot bear such a steep increase. The proposed 
hire charges shall adversely affect the trade interests; and, shall seriously affect the 
traffic at CHPT. 

(ii) . A suitable cross subsidisation from some other profitable activity of the port may be 

considered so that a lesser rate for crane hire can be fixed. 

(lii). The instant proposal is silent about the present levy of US$ 262.39 per day included 
in the normal berth hire charges towards cranage. The TAMP may incorporate a 
suitable provision prescribing a rebate in the existing Berth Hire rate while charging 
the proposed levy. 
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(iv) . The CHPT has calculated the interest and the return on capital employed @ 20% 

on the total cost of the plant on straight lire method. The rate of Interest considered ‘ 
in the computation and the return on investment expected by the CHPT has not 
been Indicated separately. In case of borrowed loan, interest is paid on the reduced 
loan amount each year. That being so, it is not correct to compute return on 
Investment on straight line method. 

(v) . The CHPT has not furnished the repayment schedule of the cost of capital 

employed I.e. Rs. 36.10 crores. The SCI has furnished a detailed computation of 
hire charges. In Its computation, the SCI has assumed that the amount borrowed 
shall be repaid over a period of 20 years i.e. the expected life span of the acquired 
crane; and, the interest has been considered @ 20% on the reducing bv ance of . 
loan amount. Based on this working the hire charges on crane comes down to Rs. 
24/- PMT as against the CHPT proposal of Rs. 35/- PMT. 

Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industry (MCCIl 

(I) . The proposal of the CHPT is both unviable and unjustifiable. 

(II) . The entire stevedoring rate for handling of coal works out to only Rs. 24/-PMT. 

This includes a cranage component of approximately Rs. 9/- PMT. 

(ill). As per ports financial planning, the rate of return of 20% is simply too high in light of 
the fact that Reserve Bank of India itself has been instrumental in lowering 
Institutional debts lending costs. The rate of return may .therefor, be pegged down 
to 9%. 

(iv) . The total charge for the use of this crane should be on ‘ per use’ basis only. The 

quantity of usage shall be determined as per the survey reports furnished by the 
steamer agent or stevedores. 

(v) . The rate shall be fixed on sliding scale from Rs. 5/-PMT to Rs. 9/- PMT depending 

on the commodity handled. 

(vl). Any differential in the cost suffered by the Port on account of these measures may 
be cross subsided with the other cost elements. 

The Chennai Custom House Agents Association (CCHAAl 

It has no comments to offer on the CHPT proposal since it does not engage the services of 
20 tonne gantry crane. 

5.2. Copies of the comments received from the users/representative bodies of port users 

have been forwarded to the CHPT as feedback Information and comments, if any. The CHPT has 
not furnished any further comments in this regard. 

6.1. The CHPT was requested to furnish additional information / clarification on the 

following main points: * 

(1). The tonnage of cargo estimated to be handled by the newly acquired cranes in the 
next two years. 

(ii). The rated capacity of the newly acquired cranes. 

(Hi). Reasons for not considering the insurance cost for fixation of hire charges. 

(iv) . Supervision cost estimated at 40% of repairs and maintenance and the estimated 

power cost to be validated with reference to actuals cost for similar type of 
equipment. 

(v) . The cranage component included in the existing Berth Hire charges for the berths 

where these cranes have been Installed. 

I'S S\ \ 
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6.2. In response, the CHPT has furnished the additional information / clarification which 

are summarised as follows: 


(i). It has estimated to handle 35.55 lakh tonnes of cargo per year by installing three 
cranes of 20 tonne each. 


(II) . The rated capacity of all the three cranes taken together is estimated at 32.40 lakh 

tonnes taking into consideration the lifting capacity of each cTane at 9 tonnes per lift, 

(III) . The plants and equipment are not insured separately. A General Insurance Fund Is 

created: and, damages. If any are met out of this fund. 

(iv) . The repairs and maintenance cost and power cost are taken based on the average 

repairs and maintenance cost of the cranes already existing prior to the 
procurement of these new gantry type. 

(v) . Supervision cost has been fixed based on the review of management and 

administration overhead rates based on past years average which works out to 40% 
on operation, maintenance and power cost. The same was approved by the CHPT 
Board vide Resolution No. 214 dated 23 December 1981. 


(vl). The cranage component Included in the Berth Hire rate is Rs. 1837.50 for coastal 
vessel and US$ 87.465 for foreign going vessel for 8 hour unit. A provision may be 
Included to give a rebate of this cranage component in respect of those berths 
where the Gantry cranes are supplied and no other wharf cranes are available at 
the berths for supply to the port users. 

7. As agreed at the Joint hearing, the CHPT has sent its response, after several 

reminders, on the issue of prescribing conditionalities subject to which the gantry crane will be 
operated. The CHPT in its reply has made the following main points: 


(i) . Meetings were held with the Steamer Agents, Stevedores, labour unions, etc., on 

the issues involved in utilisation of 20 tonne gantry crane; but, desired results were 
not achieved despite offering various options like extra free time, reduction of 
manning scale etc. 

(ii) . The Steamer Agents were, however. Informed that If all other deep draft berths are 

occupied, a vessel which arrives will be regulated at JD6 where the gantry crane is 
provided. If this berth is not acceptable the vessel will be kept out until another 
berths falls vacant. 


(iii) . Specific conditionalities governing operation of 20 tonne gantry crane could not be 

fixed as users vehemently opposed the extra Incidence of cost. 

(iv) . It has indicated that this crane will be operated by maintaining the same manning 

pattern as is applicable for cargo loaded or unloaded using ship's own grabs. 

8. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this 

case, the following position emerges: 


(I). This proposal Is for fixation of charges for handling cargo using the 3 Nos. of 20 T 
gantry cranes newly acquired by the CHPT. These cranes will be used for handling 
different commodities but a uniform handling charge has been proposed. Some of 
the users raised objections relating to the very need to have such cranes, suitability 
of these cranes for some operations, non availability of corresponding evacuations 
facilities, etc. It is not for this Authority to go into the Issue of equipment selection 
process: the CHPT will remain responsible for such decisions. Since these cranes 
are stated to be deployed for cargo operations, the issue before this Authority Is to 
fix appropriate tariffs therefor. 
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(ii). The CPSA has correctly referred to an Order passed by this Authority In which it 
was held that modernisation/replacement of equipment should not be a reason to 
destabilise the Scale of Rates frequently by seeking revision of rates. This Order 
was passed in relation to new 5 T forklift trucks procured by the CHPT, In that 
case, a similar category of equipment was available with the CHPT and a hirei 
charge for this category was prescribed In the notified Scale of Rates, This is not' 
the position obtaining in the case now under consideration. Besides, the order of 
Investment Is also significant. Further, the proposal envisages a change in the unit 
of charging, 

(III). The CHPT has proposed hire charges on a 'per tonne' basis. The existing method 
followed at the CHPT Is to levy hire charges qf cranes/equipment on the basis of a 
shift of 8 hours. As has been pointed out by the CHPT, the proposed change of unit 
of charging will benefit the users as they need not bear the cost of idle time, break¬ 
down of the equipment, etc. Most of the users have endorsed the proposed unit of 
levying the charge on a 'per tonne’ basis. It may not be Inappropriate to levy a 
charge with reference to the direct output enjoyed by a user instead of reckoning 
only with the inputs going into the service provided. After all, crane is only a tool in 
achieving the ultimate objective of cargo loading/unloading at a Port. It is 
noteworthy that a major port trust (and, a Dock Labour Board also) has recently 
introduced a 'per-tonne' rate of charging for supply of cargo handling workers by 
switching over from the conventional 'wages plus levy' system. 

(Iv). It is strange that the CHPT has claimed its new cranes of 20 MT capacity can lift on 
an average 9 MT of materials only. Significantly, these cranes are new and there is 
no derating factor Indicated. It is a commonly accepted international practice for 
manufacturers to Indicate only the net lifting capacity of cranes. Cases of deviation 
from this common practice are singled out through separate specific certification of 
lifting capacities, No such separate certification has been indicated in this case by 
the CHPT, There is, therefore, no reason why the CHPT shall pitch down the lifting 
capacity of the three cranes to 9 MT when they are described to be 20 MT Gantry 
cranes. If at all, some nominal slippages on operational considerations can he 
admitted. On this basis, the lifting capacity of each of the three 20 MT Gantry 
cranes is taken to be 18 MT. 

Another factor which is relevant for estimation of the lifting capacity is the type of 
cargo. The CHPT has not proposed different rates for different commodities. When 
the crane will be deployed to handle different commodities. It may not be 
reasonable to assume a commodity which will restrict the maximum lifting capacity 
and apply such reduced lifting capacity across the board to fix hire charges, 

(v). The Port has estimated to handle 35.55 lakhs tonnes per annum of cargo using 
these newly acquired gantry cranes; and, the rated capacity of these, three cranes 
has been estimated at 32.4 lakh tonnes. The rated capacity has been arrived at by 
the port taking into consideration the lifting capacity of each crane at 9 tonnes. It 
has considered 20 hours working time for 300 days in a year. 

The guideline on equipment availability and utilisation issued by the Government 
specifies an availability norm of around 90% for a gantry crane assuming 352 days 
per annum and 24 hours per day of working period. The capacity of these cranes 
in terms of cargo to be handled will, therefore, be 82.11 lakh tonnes by applying the 
norms prescribed by the Government and considering an average lifting capacity of 
each gantry crane as 18 tonnes. When compared with the utilisation estimated by 
the CHPT, the capacity utilisation of these cranes will be 43,3%. It is to be 
recognised that the maximum level of return on capital employed can be sought 
only when the assets are utilised nearly to their capacity levels. A port cannot seek 
to maximise return when capacity created is not fully utilised. Recognising this fact 
this Authority has already decided in cases relating to some other port trusts and 
private terminals to link return with capacity utilisation. Incidentally, the CHPT has 
considered return on capital employed at 20% as against.the maximum admissible 
limit of 18.5%. In line with the general principle adonted by thio .Authority, the return 
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on capital employed in the Instant case can be allowed only to the extent of 43.3% 
of the maximum admissible level of 18.5%. 

(vi). The CHPT has explained that the supervision cost has been fixed based on a 
review of management and administration overhead rates done in 1981 considering 
the (then) average cost position which works out to 40% on operation, maintenance 
and power cost. In this context it is to be pointed out the supervision cost estimated 
by CHPT based on the review done some twenty years back may not be relevant In 
the present scenario. It Is noteworthy that this cost is not Incremental with reference 
to these cranes. This Is an allocable expenditure. If this item of cost is considered 
here without corresponding reduction elsewhere, it will amount to double counting. 
That being so, the supervision cost has not been included In the revised working of 
hire charges. 

(vli). The CHPT has explained that repairs and maintenance cost and power cost have 
been considered taking Into consideration the average repairs and maintenance 
cost of the cranes already existing prior to the procurement of these new gantry 
type cranes. These estimates have been retained without any modification for 
fixation of the hire charges. There can be an opinion that It will not be reasonable to 
adopt averages pertaining to old equipment for new cranes which in any case will 
also be covered by guarantee/warranty changes. In view of the fact that this item of 
expenditure may not be a major cost component In the computation and actual cost 
details are not readily available, and bearing In mind the advice proposed to be 
given to the CHPT to rework the rates within six months, it is proposed to retain 
these estimates as given. 

(viii). Tha CHPT has not specifically included the Insurance cost in Its calculation for 
a-t /mg at the proposed hire charges. The port has stated that the cost of damage Is 
mt' out of the General Insurance Fund. This Authority has already advised the 
Ch r to consider insuring of Its equipment and to build in the cost of insurance in 
th( om^jtation of hire charges, The advice rendered earlier Is reiterated and the 
CH"T Ir, required to consider actual insurance cost of the equipment in the 
computation of hire charges of equipment; and, thereafter, claim damages and 
compensation only from the insurance company and not from the users. 

(ix) . Subject to the above, the calculation of the hire charges for the 20 tonne gantry 

cranes has been revised. The revised calculation sheet is attached as Annex. The 
revised working indicates a hire charge of 20 tonne gantry crane as Rs. 20.30 per 
tonne. 

(x) . Many of the users have appealed to fix the hire charges duly taking into account the 

cross-subsidisation available. It is a fact that the entire deficit disclosed by the 
cranage activity was not bridged by a corresponding tariff increase at the time of the 
last general revision of the CHPT Scale of Rates. The increase in tariffs was 
moderated considering all cargo-related activities together and the incidence of 
cross-subsidisation between various activities/sub-activities. Given the cost details 
that have been made available for analysis, it may not be possible to accurately 
quantify the exact quantum of cross-subsidisation and the contributing activity. It 
will be further more difficult to exactly apportion the benefit of cross-subsidisation 
available to the cranage activity to individual cranes/equipment forming part of this 
activity. Although there can be an argument that the level of cross subsidisation 
obtained at the time of the last general revision may have undergone a variation 
due to changes in cost and traffic patterns, it cannot be conclusively established 
that the cranage activity has become self-reliant in a space of two years and with 
the existing tariffs at that. That being so, it can be reasonably presumed that the 
activity continues to be cross-subsidised; and, this benefit can be reasonably 
expected to flow to the three gantry cranes in question. It is, therefore, appropriate 
to reduce the cost-based tariff arrived at for these cranes by considering the 
incidence of cross-subsidisation. 

In the light of the position explained above, this Authority finds it reasonable to fix a 
crane hire charge of Rs.19/- per tonne of cargo handled. 
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Since the entire proposal is based on estimates and the extent of cross¬ 
subsidisation cannot be quantified specifically in the context of a piece-meal tariff 
fixation, an option is given to the CHPT to propose review of the hire charges fixed 
now and propose commoditywise hire charges, when its operations using these 
cranes stabilise and a complete financial position of different activities emerges 
clearly in the exercise in progress relating to general revision of tariffs. 

(xi) . The users have brought out that the existing berth hire charges include an element 

of cranage; and, if a separate crane hire charge is introduced, it will amount to 
double charging, Though it did not propose anything in this regard initially, the 
CHPT has subsequently conceded to allow a rebate in berth hire where the gantry 
cranes are supplied and no other wharf cranes are available for supply to users. 
When the gantry cranes are supplied and a separate charge for their usage is 
levied, availability of some other wharf crane at the same berth may not be relevant 
for allowing rebate in berth hire charges. 

The CHPT Scale of Rates prescribes that the berth hire charge Includes a cranage 
element of Rs.1837.50 ($87,465) per 8 hours in respect of vessels having GRT upto 
30000, In case of vessels having GRT above 30000, it is stipulated that a wharf 
crane hire of Rs. 1837.50 ($87,465) per 8 hours will be added to the berth hire 
charge. 

When the gantry cranes are used, the CHPT cannot levy a separate cranage 
element as a part of or along with berth hire charges. A suitable conditionality in this 
regard Is, therefore, introduced in the Scale of Rates of the CHPT. 

(xii) . The CHPT has been advised to propose relevant conditionalities governing the hire 

of these gantry cranes. Strangely, the CHPT has expressed Its inability to propose 
such conditionalities. In the absence of details required for framing such 
conditionalities, it Is not possible for this Authority to introduce suo moto such 
stipulations in the Scale of Rates. The CHPT and/or the users are required to 
propose within six months suitable conditionalities governing the hire charges 
approved now. The CHPT can propose such conditionalities in consultation with its 
users and also bearing in mind some of the issues already raised by the users like, 
additional charges for attachments, measuring the quantity lifted for levying the hire 
charges, shifting of vessels from one berth to another, optional hiring of the gantry 
cranes, etc, 

Till such time specific conditionalities for hire of these gantry cranes are approved, 
the existing conditionalities governing hire of other cranes/equipment shall continue 
to apply in this case also. 

9.1 In the result, and for the reasons given above, this Authority approves a hire charge 

of Rs. 19/- per tonne for 20 tonne gantry crane and accordingly makes the following amendments in 
the existing Scale of Rates of the CHPT; 

(I). Insert In Book-II a new SI. No. 150 in Annex-Charges levied on Plants and 
Appliances which are available with the CHPT for hire to the Public, as follows: 


SI. 

No 

Description 

Rate of 
hire 

Period of 

hire/unit 

Minimum 

Remarks 

150. 

20 Tonne 

gantry crane 

R8.19/- 

Per tonne 

mmm 

L____ 
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(ii) . Insert a new entry as SI. No,(6.) in Chapter XI - Berth hire charges; Book I as 

follows: 

“6. Hire of 20 T gantry crane as provided in Book-II under SI. No. 150 of Annex 
- Charges levied on Plants and Appliances which are available with the CHPT for 
hire to the Public." 

(iii) . Insert a new entry as (H) under Note 1 in Chapter - XI - Berth hire charges; Book-I 

as follows: 

"In case of vessels in Group I to IV of Schedule-!, when a 20 T Gantry crane is 
hired for cargo operations, the composite berth hire charge shall not include the 
wharf crane hire charge, as specified in Note 1(A)(1) above. In case of vessels In 
Group V to VII of Schedule-I, additional charges for wharf crane hire, as stipulated 
in Note 1(B).(ii) above shall not be levied.” 

9.2. This Order will come Into effect immediately on Its notification In the Gazette of 

India. 


S. SATHYAM. CHAIRMAN 
[AD VT Ill/rV/l 42/20()2/E.\ty.] 




Statement yhowlng fixation of Hire charge* for 20 tonne capucl tv oantrv crane 


Rated Capacfty per annum (25920x352x90%) tonnes 821 1 456 

Tonnage to be handled per annum (as by the CHPT) tonne® 3565000 

Capacity utillaation 43.3% 

(Ra.In crores) 

Capital cost of the crane Cranes 35 04 

Civil 1.06 

Total capital cost for 20 tonne gantry cnne 36.1 


A. Annual Capital Cost 

(i) Return on capital employed @18 5% linked to capacity utilisation 2.89 

(36.1x18.5%x43 3%) 

(ii) Depreciation(35.04/20 + 1.06/50) 1 77 

Sub total (A) 4.65 


B. Annual Operation and Maintenance Cost 


(I) Repair & Renewals (including material and labour) 

(a) Material 1 716 

(b) Labour 0 323 2 04 

(ii) Power cost 0 18 

(ill) Storage charges 20% of (i) (a) 0 34 

Sub total (B) 2.56 

Total Annual Cost (A) + (B) 7,22 
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Cost per tonne 
Note 

Working of reted cepecity : 

Weight of material per lift 

Number of cycle per hour @ 3 minutes per cycle 
Handimg per hour (20M8) 

Handling par day (24 hours) per crane 
For 3 cranes 

No of /yorking days per year* 

Rated capacity (25920^352*90%) 


('^ R* ) 20.30 


tonnes 

10 

cycle 

20 

tonnes 

360 

tonnes 

8640 

tonnes 

25920 


352 

tonnes 

8211456 
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